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Tidal Surge Dec 2013 – Tetney Marshes



Survey of known badger setts 



Badger Setts in embankments 

Type of sett Number

Main 27

Annex 13

Subsidiary 9

Outliers 26

Unknown 18

TOTAL 93



Post Inspection process



Remediation Plan

Year 18/19 Assets 
below 
required 
condition

No of 
badger 
entrances

House 
Equivalent 
at risk

Start of year 55 342 8360

Fixed in year 16 106 8132

% reduction 29 31 97







Artificial Setts adjacent to embankment



Artificial Setts within embankment 



Case Study- Langrick Badger Sett, 
Site Photos
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Site Sketch – Cross Section
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Piping Failure Animation



Piping Failure Animation



Piping Failure Animation



Reflections

1. Ecological surveys, creation of suitable habitat, licence applications and 
construction works all have time constraints which require careful planning.

2. Maintenance programmes should include for shrub clearance to the toe of 
the embankment both to discourages badgers but also enable early 
identification of badger activity by asset inspectors.

3. Artificial setts have a success rate of around 67%

4. Even where artificial setts are inhabited, our embankments provide attractive 
habitat and require early closure of outlier setts to prevent them becoming  
main setts. 

5. Where the embankment has increased resilience due to it’s width or type of 
construction it may be appropriate to monitor the badgers in their existing 
location. 
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